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‘In/visiďle ConfliĐts: NGOs and the Visual PolitiĐs  
of Humanitarian Photography 
 
Lina Dencik and Stuart Allan 





This article examines the diverse factors shaping NGO involvement with humanitarian 
photography, paying particular attention to co-operative relationships with 
photojournalists intended to facilitate the generation of visual coverage of crises 
otherwise marginalised, or ignored altogether, in mainstream news media. The 
analysis is primarily based on a case study drawing upon 26 semi-structured interviews 
with NGO personnel (International Red Cross/Red Crescent Movement, Oxfam and 
Save the Children) and photojournalists conducted over 2014 to 2016, securing 
original insights into the epistemic terms upon which NGOs have sought to produce, 
frame and distribute imagery from recurrently disregarded crisis zones. In this way, 
the article pinpoints how the uses of digital imagery being negotiated by NGOs 
elucidate the changing, stratified geo-politics of visibility demarcating the visual 
boundaries of newsworthiness. 
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PhotojouƌŶalisŵ͛s loŶgstaŶdiŶg Ŷoƌŵs, ǀalues aŶd pƌotoĐols aƌe being decisively 
recast in the digital era, with many practitioners expressing apprehension regarding 
its future viability (Caple, 2014; Pantti and Sirén, 2015; Sheller, 2014; Thomson, 2016). 
Despite what appears to be an ever-growing demand for visual documentation of 
distant conflicts – soŵetiŵes ĐhaƌaĐteƌised as a ͚piǆ oƌ it didŶ͛t happeŶ͛ ƌegiŵeŶ – 
photo editors find themselves compelled to refashion their commissioning practices, 
keeping a near-constant eye on pressures to make the most of limited resources. 
Wheƌe pƌeǀiouslǇ ŵajoƌ photo ageŶĐies, iŶ Güƌsel͛s ;ϮϬϭϲͿ ǁoƌds, ͚ŵǇthologized 
photojournalism as a means of informing the public and bearing witness to injustices 
aŶd atƌoĐities,͛ theiƌ ƌeĐeŶt ĐoƌpoƌatisatioŶ iŶto gloďal ͚ǀisual ĐoŶteŶt pƌoǀideƌs͛ has 
sigŶalled a ŵaƌked shift iŶ pƌioƌities. Foƌ photojouƌŶalists stƌuggliŶg ͚to ďalaŶĐe theiƌ 
peƌsoŶal desiƌe to Đƌeate ŵeaŶiŶgful photogƌaphs ǁith the Ŷeed to eaƌŶ a liǀiŶg,͛ 
GƌaǇsoŶ ;ϮϬϭϰͿ ĐoŶteŶds, it is iŶĐƌeasiŶglǇ diffiĐult to Ŷegotiate ͚editoƌial Đhanges 
from hard news to more of an entertainment focus for the global advertising-directed 
ŵedia outlets͛ ;ϮϬϭϰ: ϲϯϮͿ. “he is oŶe of seǀeƌal ƌeseaƌĐheƌs ǁho haǀe highlighted the 
extent to which not-for-profit, non-governmental organisations (NGOs) have been 
responding to these challenges over recent years (see Kurasawa, 2015; McLagan and 
McKee, 2012; McPherson, 2015; Powers, 2016; Wells, 2008; Zarzycka, 2016). For the 
more proactive NGOs involved, strategies include electing to contract 
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photojournalists to document crisis events that would otherwise elude news 
oƌgaŶisatioŶs͛ puƌǀieǁ, ǁhile otheƌs eŶĐouƌage oƌdiŶaƌǇ iŶdiǀiduals aŶd gƌoups iŶ 
afflicted areas to contribute alternative, eyewitness visual reportage (see also Allan, 
2013, 2017; Baker and Blaagaard, 2016; Mortensen, 2015; Pantti et al., 2012).  
 This article examines the diverse factors shaping NGO involvement in 
photojournalism, paying particular attention to co-operative relationships intended to 
facilitate the generation of visual coverage of crises otherwise marginalised, or 
ignored altogether, in mainstream news media. Such initiatives potentially serve to 
render visible the hitherto invisible, albeit in a climate of uŶĐeƌtaiŶtǇ. ͚“hƌiŶkiŶg 
editorial budgets have translated into fewer assignments where photographers can 
shoot in-depth essays on issues like the effects of war or famine or disease,͛ photo 
editor James Estrin (2012) of The New York Times observes, leading some to pursue 
alternative sources of funding (e.g., through Kickstarter, foundations or private aid 
gƌoupsͿ iŶ oƌdeƌ to seĐuƌe ͚aĐĐess to stoƌies that ŵight otheƌǁise go uŶtold.͛ At the 
same time, however, pressing ethical questions pose troubling complications, not 
least with regard to perceptions of undue influence, or disputes over the evidentiary 
ǀalue of the eŶsuiŶg iŵageƌǇ͛s ͚oďjeĐtiǀe͛ tƌuth-claims (see also Kozol, 2014; Moon, 
2017; Pruce, 2016). Here we explore these and related issues via a case study 
examining three NGOs – International Red Cross/Red Crescent Movement, Oxfam and 
Save the Children – and their engagement with visible evidence-gathering (primarily 
still photo-reportage), focusing on the opportunities and constraints of visualising 
osteŶsiďlǇ ͚iŶǀisiďle͛ ĐoŶfliĐts aŶd theiƌ iŵŵediate afteƌŵath iŶ diffeƌeŶt ĐoŶtexts. Its 
principal findings are drawn from semi-structured interviews with NGO personnel and 
photojournalists, securing original insights into the epistemic terms upon which NGOs 
have sought to produce, frame and distribute imagery from hidden corners to shed 
light on humanitarian crises otherwise under-reported in mainstream media. In this 
way, the article pinpoints how the uses of digital imagery being negotiated by NGOs 
elucidate the changing, stratified geo-politics of visibility demarcating the visual 
boundaries of newsworthiness. 
 Accordingly, this article identifies for purposes of analysis and critique the 
imperatives underpinning NGOs͛ Ŷoƌŵatiǀe iŶǀestŵeŶt iŶ the ǀisualisatioŶ of exigent 
humanitarian crises, including through the proactive forging of creative forms of 
collaboration with photographers and news outlets, to advance their organisational 
aims and objectives. Of particular concern are the ways these actors work to project 
their institutional cultures of truth-telling in the course of representing the harrowing 
realities of human misery to distant audiences, recognising how and why – iŶ PƌuĐe͛s 
(2016) words – ͚appeaƌaŶĐe aŶd iŵage aƌe as politiĐallǇ ƌeleǀaŶt as aĐtioŶ aŶd iŵpaĐt͛ 
for NGO strategies (2016: 51). Before turning to our interview findings, we begin the 
work of discerning several conceptual issues guiding our mode of enquiry into the 
eŵeƌgeŶt geŶƌe of ǁhat is iŶĐƌeasiŶglǇ ďeiŶg laďelled ͚huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ photogƌaphǇ͛ ďǇ 
current practitioners. 
 
NGOs and Humanitarian Photography 
 
In providing a concise overview of pertinent themes across research literatures 
concerned with humanitarian interventions and imagery, the importance of attending 
to the historical evolution of relevant genealogies needs to be signalled from the 
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outset. While use of the teƌŵ ͚huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ photogƌaphǇ͛ is gƌaduallǇ ďeiŶg takeŶ-up 
by photographers and NGOs alike, it speaks to longstanding schemas for visual 
representation consistent with a documentary ethos of engaged, purposeful and 
concerned witnessing. Even its most elementary definition, namely in Fehrenbach and 
‘odogŶo͛s ;ϮϬϭϱͿ ǁoƌds ͚the ŵoďilizatioŶ of photogƌaphǇ iŶ the seƌǀiĐe of 
huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ iŶitiatiǀes aĐƌoss state ďouŶdaƌies͛ ;ϮϬϭϱ: ϭͿ, ŵaǇ seeŵ deĐeptiǀelǇ 
straightforward. Careful inspection makes apparent the extent to which competing 
inflections of humanitarian imagery imply differing epistemological commitments, 
each claiming its purchase in varied, uneven circumstances. When questioning how 
this genre of photography depicts the painful plight of others, Fehrenbach and 
Rodogno underscore the value of scholarly enquiries striving to understand how it 
ǁoƌks to ͚addƌess ǀieǁeƌs, iŶĐite ǀoǇeuƌisŵ, touĐh eŵotioŶ, ĐoŶǀeǇ kŶoǁledge, fiǆ 
memories, or position privileged speĐtatoƌs iŶ ƌelatioŶ to huŵaŶ ŵiseƌǇ͛ ǁhile, at the 
saŵe tiŵe, ƌeĐogŶisiŶg the eǆteŶt to ǁhiĐh it is ͚iŵpliĐated iŶ stƌuĐtuƌes of poǁeƌ, 
paƌtiĐulaƌlǇ the ŵodeƌŶ ǀisual eĐoŶoŵǇ iŶ ǁhiĐh ͞ǁe,͟ iŶ the iŶdustƌial West, ǁatĐh 
as ͞otheƌs,͟ elseǁheƌe, suffeƌ͛ ;Ϯ015: 2; see also Azoulay, 2012; Batchen et al., 2012; 
Kennedy and Patrick, 2014; Kyriakidou, 2014; Linfield, 2010; Sliwinski, 2011). 
Emergent models of co-operation, and in some cases close partnership, 
between NGOs and photojournalists (many of the latter being prepared to put 
theŵselǀes iŶ haƌŵ͛s ǁaǇ iŶ theiƌ seƌǀiĐeͿ, tǇpiĐallǇ fiŶd a shaƌed soĐial puƌpose iŶ 
what Fehrenbach and RodogŶo ;ϮϬϭϲͿ Đall the ͚ŵoƌal ƌhetoƌiĐ͛ of huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ 
photography. Such models bring to bear certain pragmatic protocols revolving around 
envisioned synergies, intertwining advocacy with reporting to craft pragmatic ways 
forward. Strategic commitments to raise the visibility of certain issues will likely draw 
upon discourses of action and engagement while, at the same time, laying claim to 
the rhetorical authority of visual truth-telling by eschewing explicit ideological 
commitments. Even when relatively straightforward to express in promotional terms, 
however, this intersection of reciprocal interests will be provisional at best, and 
always open to contestation. Indeed, these tensions continue to reverberate 
throughout ongoing debates over humanitarian photogƌaphǇ͛s moral obligations for 
ǁhat LiŶfield ;ϮϬϭϬͿ aptlǇ ĐhaƌaĐteƌises as aŶ ͚ethiĐs of shoǁiŶg,͛ just as ͚ǁe aƌe 
ƌespoŶsiďle foƌ the ethiĐs of seeiŶg͛ ;ϮϬϭϬ: ϲϬͿ. The ǀisual ƌepƌeseŶtatioŶ of distaŶt 
suffeƌiŶg Ŷeeds to ďe ͚toleƌaďlǇ shoĐkiŶg,͛ to ďoƌƌoǁ GƌaŶt͛s ;ϮϬϭϱͿ phƌase, ǁhiĐh is 
to say sufficiently revealing to mobilise protest while respectful of evolving normative 
liŵits. ͚ The desiƌed ǀisĐeƌal effeĐt,͛ he ĐoŶtiŶues, ͚ ŵust ďe ďalaŶĐed ǁith aŶ aŶalǇtiĐal, 
even clinical explanation that affords the audience safe emotional distance from an 
iŵage of Đhaos ďƌought to light͛ ;ϮϬϭϱ: ϲϰͿ. 
In the current climate, when major news organisations are increasingly hard 
pressed to commit sufficient resources to pursue international stories in crisis areas 
ǁith ͚ďoots oŶ the gƌouŶd͛ oƌ ͚eǇeǁitŶess jouƌŶalisŵ͛, this ĐhalleŶge to estaďlish 
relations of reciprocity often proves especially acute (Cooper, 2011; Murrell, 2015; 
“aŵďƌook, ϮϬϭϬͿ. ͚PƌoduĐiŶg oƌigiŶal ĐoŶteŶt fƌoŵ faƌ-flung places of the earth is 
eǆpeŶsiǀe,͛ Heba Aly (2016) of IRIN points out, leaving organisations committed to 
humanitarian reporting scrambling to make their work viable in commercial terms. 
Typically non-pƌofits iŶ the AfƌiĐaŶ ĐoŶteǆt aƌe ͚too ͞politiĐal͟ foƌ the pƌiǀate seĐtoƌ,͛ 
she aƌgues, ͚too mainstream for the traditional aid donors; not flashy enough for the 
digital media donors, and not upbeat enough for the activist campaigns that inspire 
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Ǉou͛ ;ϮϬϭϲ: ϭϰϰͿ. AĐutelǇ aǁaƌe that effoƌts to geŶeƌate, oƌ at least faĐilitate, Ŷeǁs 
coverage may well translate into enhanced fundraising prospects, NGOs typically feel 
compelled to realign advocacy strategy in accordance with journalistic expectations, 
as well as the pragmatic demands of resource-stretched newsrooms under intense 
deadline pressure (Cottle and Cooper, 2015; Powers, 2016; Eskjær, 2016; Waisbord 
2012). In striving to reaffirm the normative limits of impartial reporting, NGOs will 
consider a wide array of bespoke newsmaking tactics, including providing newsrooms 
ǁith ͚iŶfoƌŵatioŶ suďsidies͛ iŶ the foƌŵ of ǀisual iŶtelligeŶĐe ;photogƌaphs aŶd ǀideo 
as well as infographics, maps, satellite imagery, drone surveillance, and so forth). 
While such institutional affinities – indicative of what Wright (2015) calls, after one of 
heƌ iŶteƌǀieǁees, ͚gƌeǇ aƌeas͛ of ŵedia pƌaĐtiĐe – can sustain longstanding 
commitments, more typically they are short-term, even ad hoc in duration. Moreover, 
research shows how swiftly these points of overlap, however symbiotic, may turn into 
sites of inter-role conflict at ďoth iŶdiǀidual aŶd iŶstitutioŶal leǀels. ͚If jouƌŶalisŵ is 
about both the provision of information and the holdiŶg of poǁeƌ to aĐĐouŶt,͛ Poǁeƌs 
;ϮϬϭϲͿ oďseƌǀes, ͚theŶ the ƌise of NGO iŶfoƌŵatioŶ ǁoƌk ƌaises ƋuestioŶs aďout ǁho 
will hold NGOs accountable͛ ;ϮϬϭϲ: ϰϭϯ-414). Here it goes almost without saying that 
the facts of a given situation may look markedly different from the respective vantage 
points of advocacy and journalism. Still, notwithstanding potential risks, trade-offs 
and compromises, NGO promotional norms and reportorial values are frequently 
presumed to reinforce one another in a manner that is mutually beneficial. 
Recent years have seen many NGOs expend considerable resources 
developing schemes to professionalise their uses of photography within media 
publicity-seeking initiatives. In attempting to make the most of opportunities afforded 
by new media ecologies, earlier forms of documentary engagement are being actively 
reconfigured, with implications for the ethical tenets associated with more traditional 
geŶƌes. GƌaǇsoŶ͛s ;ϮϬϭϰͿ ƌeseaƌĐh iŶto the eŵďeddiŶg of photogƌapheƌs ǁith NGO 
campaigns in Africa suggests to her that a new genre is emerging, namely what she 
Đalls ͚NGO ‘epoƌtage.͛ “he ǁƌites, ͚it has a ŵiǆ of ǀisual siŵilaƌities aŶd ĐoŶtent with 
what one might define as press photography but with certain patterns of practice and 
image genre that follow a mix of documentary photography and photojournalism͛ 
(Grayson, 2014: 634). This interweaving of varied genres of photography from one 
multiŵedia platfoƌŵ to the Ŷeǆt, aŶd theƌeďǇ ďluƌƌiŶg ͚haƌd͛ ǁith ͚soft͛ oƌ ͚huŵaŶ 
iŶteƌest͛ Ŷeǁs ǀalues aŶd pƌioƌities, underlines the extent to which imagery can be re-
inflected to speak to a multiplicity of highly diversified audiences. Of upmost import, 
as FehƌeŶďaĐh aŶd ‘odogŶo ;ϮϬϭϲͿ poiŶt out, is the ĐapaĐitǇ of ͚huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ 
iŵageƌǇ͛ to effeĐtiǀelǇ ͚foƌge teŵpoƌaƌǇ ĐoŵŵuŶities of eŵotioŶ aŶd politiĐal aĐtioŶ 
of like-ŵiŶded ǀieǁeƌs aƌouŶd speĐifiĐ Đauses͛ ;ϮϬϭϲ: ϲͿ. ‘eseaƌĐh iŶto the uses of 
photojournalism by NGOs for promotional purposes is limited but growing, with 
studies focusing on humanitarian images deployed in fundraising materials, 
advertising and campaigning posters (Chouliaraki, 2012; Dogra, 2007; Vasavada, 2016; 
Wells, 2008; Zarzycka, 2016), as well as annual reports (Davison, 2007) and codes of 
ĐoŶduĐt ;MaŶzo, ϮϬϬϴͿ, aŵoŶgst otheƌ outputs. ͚The iŵages NGOs Đhoose to pƌojeĐt 
aƌe Ŷot ďased oŶ uŶŵediated oƌ ͞fƌee͟ ĐhoiĐe,͛ as Dogra (2007) maintains, hence the 
iŵpoƌt of atteŶdiŶg to the ͚liŵitations of charity laws, tug of multiple stakeholders, 
[aŶd] speĐiﬁĐ ͞oƌgaŶisatioŶal suďjeĐtiǀitǇ,͛͟ aŵoŶgst otheƌ faĐtoƌs ;ϮϬϬϳ: ϭϳϬͿ. 
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 Perceived ideological interests and motivations frequently prove controversial 
from these varied perspectives, of course. ͚OfteŶ the use ŵade of photogƌaphǇ ďǇ 
NGOs, Đouƌts aŶd tƌiďuŶals is highlǇ ideologiĐal,͛ JoǇĐe͛s ;ϮϬϭϬͿ iŶteƌǀieǁ-based study 
leads him to contend (2010: 230). To the extent professional photographers 
collaborate in such forms of advocacy, it is likely to represent a departure from 
professional codes of conduct – at the risk of compromising humanitarian principles 
of neutrality and independence necessary for public trust – they otherwise feel 
obligated to espouse. More typically, his study suggests, photographeƌs ͚ speak of theiƌ 
role as to prick our consciences, to record for history, and increasingly to provide some 
momentum for either a response in human rights, international criminal or 
tƌaŶsitioŶal justiĐe teƌŵs͛ ;ϮϬϭϬ: ϮϯϱͿ. PhotojouƌŶalists aĐĐeptiŶg invitations from 
NGOs to participate in new projects stand to gain not only financial support, which 
may amount to a fully paid commission, but also may be provided with vital access to 
the field and assistance with security. Many of them, as Hallas (2012) work shows, 
͚highlǇ ǀalue the deep kŶoǁledge that NGOs haǀe of the eŶǀiƌoŶŵeŶts aŶd eǀeŶts 
theǇ aƌe iŶteƌested iŶ shootiŶg,͛ ǁhile NGOs, iŶ tuƌŶ, ďeŶefit fƌoŵ high ƋualitǇ 
photogƌaphǇ, as ǁell as ͚ fƌoŵ the Đultuƌal Đapital aĐĐƌued fƌoŵ the authoƌial oƌ ďƌand-
Ŷaŵe ƌeĐogŶitioŶ of the photogƌapheƌ oƌ [photo] ageŶĐǇ͛ ;ϮϬϭϮ: ϭϬϭͿ. EǀeŶ iŶ suĐh 
win-win scenarios, however, where photo-centred appeals succeed in mobilising like-
minded viewers around a given cause, there is no guarantee, of course, they will 
necessaƌilǇ pƌoĐeed to ͚ ĐoŶǀiŶĐe taƌgeted puďliĐs of theiƌ dutǇ to aĐt͛ ;FehƌeŶďaĐh aŶd 
Rodogno, 2016: 6). 
This line of critique is readily apparent to those NGOs all too aware of how 
difficult it is to realise normative ideals in the day-to-day labour of setting campaigns 
into motion. HuŵaŶitaƌiaŶ appeals, as Chouliaƌaki ;ϮϬϭϮͿ oďseƌǀes, ͚haǀe alǁaǇs 
struggled to settle the questions of how to visualize suffering, and how to inspire our 
feelings and actions on it, in ways that safeguard the legitimacy of their agencies in an 
iŶĐƌeasiŶglǇ Đoŵpetitiǀe ŵaƌket͛ ;ϮϬϭϮ: ϱϰͿ. What aŵouŶts to a Ŷeaƌ-constant threat 
of delegitimisation can be warded off, in part, by accentuating what she terms the 
͚affeĐtiǀe peƌfoƌŵatiǀitǇ͛ of appeals; that is, the huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ ageŶĐǇ͛s self-reflexive 
ŵediatioŶ of iŵageƌǇ to geŶeƌate eŵotioŶ ďǇ autheŶtiĐatiŶg ĐeƌtaiŶ ͚dispositioŶs to 
aĐtioŶ toǁaƌds suffeƌiŶg otheƌs͛ ;ϮϬϭϮ: ϱϲ; see also Cottle aŶd Coopeƌ, ϮϬϭϱ; 
Kyriakidou, 2014Ϳ. To the eǆteŶt a ͚politiĐs of pitǇ͛ is displaĐed ďǇ a ͚logiĐ of corporate 
ďƌaŶdiŶg,͛ Chouliaƌaki͛s ƌeseaƌĐh suggests it is all the ŵoƌe likelǇ post-humanitarian 
stǇles of appealiŶg ǁill gaiŶ tƌaĐtioŶ; the latteƌ, iŶ heƌ ǁoƌds, ďeiŶg aŶ ͚aŵďiǀaleŶt 
logiĐ that seduĐes us iŶto a ͞Đool͟ aĐtiǀisŵ ǁhilst keepiŶg us iŶ a Đoŵfort zone that 
offers neither justifications as to why we should act on the suffering of others nor the 
oppoƌtuŶitǇ to ĐoŶfƌoŶt the huŵaŶitǇ of those otheƌs͟ ;ϮϬϭϮ: ϳϳͿ. The ĐapaĐitǇ of 
photography to summon forth moral publics is thereby called into question, with 
otheƌ sĐholaƌs, suĐh as HaƌiŵaŶ aŶd LuĐaites ;ϮϬϭϲͿ, ĐoŶteŶdiŶg that its ͚ƌadiĐal 
pluƌalitǇ͛ is too ofteŶ ĐoŶtaiŶed ǁithiŶ aesthetiĐallǇ-appropriate moralisation 
stƌategies ;see also Hesfoƌd, ϮϬϭϭ; MadiaŶou, ϮϬϭϮͿ. Oƌgad͛s ;ϮϬϭϱͿ ƌeseaƌĐh suggests 
the ͚ĐoŶteŵpoƌaƌǇ ŵaƌket-driven, competitive, mediated environment, and the 
iŵŵeŶse pƌessuƌe oŶ aŶd sĐƌutiŶǇ of NGOs iŶteƌŶallǇ͛ aŶd eǆteƌŶallǇ, iŵpels theŵ to 
͚stƌess iŶ theiƌ ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶs ƌeassuƌaŶĐe, Đoŵfoƌt, aŶd susteŶaŶĐe ƌatheƌ thaŶ 
disruption of the eǆistiŶg soĐial oƌdeƌ.͛ Moƌe ofteŶ thaŶ Ŷot, she aƌgues, 
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͚[ƌ]epƌeseŶtatioŶs of oppƌessioŶ aŶd eǆploitatioŶ that poteŶtiallǇ ŵight ďe distuƌďiŶg 
to speĐtatoƌs aƌe ĐoŶseƋueŶtlǇ ďeiŶg oďsĐuƌed͛ ;ϮϬϭϱ: ϭϯϬͿ. 
 
Visualising the invisible 
 
In order to further elaborate this conceptual agenda on the basis of empirical 
evidence, this section tuƌŶs to eǆaŵiŶiŶg photojouƌŶalists͛ aŶd NGOs͛ respective 
deliberations over imagery, particularly with regard to documenting conflicts 
recurrently falling outside the purview of the media lens. Specifically, our study 
reports on findings from 26 interviews conducted between 2014-2016 with 
international photojournalists as well as staff from prominent NGOs, most notably 
International Red Cross/Red Crescent Movement, Oxfam and Save the Children. These 
organisations were chosen for their extensive activity in working with crises and, 
pragmatically, their willingness to respond positively to requests for contacts and 
access. Fifteen of the interviews were carried out via Skype or in person and lasted on 
average 30-45 minutes, while eleven of the participants answered our questions via 
email. In this article, we are particularly concerned with the role of NGOs as key actors 
in the generation and distribution of imagery, especially in relation to conflict. We 
therefore evaluate NGO practices, including their uses, sourcing and guidelines 
concerning imagery, their relationship with photojournalists and news organisations, 
and challenges they face in getting their message out through media-driven networks. 
Whilst the emphasis was placed on exploring the NGO-photographer interface, we 
situate it within the broader NGO-news organisation nexus. The use of semi-
structured interviews provided us with important insights into the practices of NGOs 
in generating, sourcing and distributing imagery from conflicts. Our analysis assesses 
how participants themselves – fƌoŵ NGOs͛ aŶd photojouƌŶalists͛ ƌespeĐtiǀe ǀaŶtage 
points - described and reflected upon the ethical and political dimensions of their 
potentially shifting roles in visualising narratives of in/visible human suffering. It 
assesses and critiques the ways in which NGOs mediate the politics of humanitarian 
photography to advance their position as visual storytellers of conflicts otherwise 
eluding adequate media coverage. In so doing, the analysis highlights continuous 
tensions with respect to the internalisation of news values, norms and conventions, 
the demands of a digital attention economy, and the navigation of an ethics of care in 
ƌelatioŶ to the ͚toleƌaďlǇ shoĐkiŶg͛.  
 Our studǇ͛s interviews illustrated the extent to which NGOs perceive their 
engagement with photojournalists in relation to a wider media ecology and as a core 
dimension of sustaining viable emergency responses and humanitarian work during 
conflicts. NGOs depend on media attention and human interest, frequently advanced 
through different uses of imagery. Oxfam, for example, an anti-poverty organisation 
closely involved in the on-going crisis in Yemen, hired a press officer photographer 
ǁith the speĐifiĐ goal ͚to help put YeŵeŶ oŶ the ŵap͛ ;ŵedia lead YeŵeŶ, OǆfaŵͿ. 
The decision to dedicate resources to generate images from Yemen stems from an 
eǆpliĐit ƌeĐogŶitioŶ that ͚the ƌeasoŶ [YeŵeŶ] is Ŷot gettiŶg aŶǇ attention is because 
the Đaŵeƌas aƌeŶ͛t theƌe.͛ ;seŶioƌ pƌess offiĐeƌ, OǆfaŵͿ IŶ that seŶse, aŶǇ footage fƌoŵ 
YeŵeŶ has ͚a gƌeat deal of ŵedia poteŶtial͛ ;seŶioƌ pƌess offiĐeƌ, OǆfaŵͿ as Ŷeǁs 
organisations have struggled with navigating the terrain and accessing the site of 
conflict. This speaks to the important role for NGOs (partly come about through the 
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changing structures and strictures of digital photojournalism) as access points and 
content providers. As explained by an interviewee from Save the Children, sometimes 
NGOs ͚aƌe iŶ situatioŶs that ŵedia ĐaŶ͛t get to͛ aŶd theǇ ĐaŶ pƌoǀide iŵageƌǇ fƌoŵ 
local staff or provide wholesale stories to media outlets that include entire packages 
of content and context (global director of creative content, Save the Children). Whilst 
NGOs continuously generate imagery for their own internal use or for funders, this 
position of providing access to imagery creates strategic opportunities for pushing 
conflicts onto wider news agendas. This extends also to common practices of 
encouraging photographers to come along on trips, pitching stories that draw 
attention to particular aspects of a conflict. One such example provided by an 
interviewee from Save the Children involved inviting photojournalists along to shoot 
the release of child soldiers in South Sudan in order to highlight the situation there. 
As the “aǀe the ChildƌeŶ iŶteƌǀieǁee ǁeŶt oŶ to Ŷote, ͚the ďeast that is the ŵedia 
ĐoŶteŶt ŵaĐhiŶe Ŷeeds stoƌies aŶd ǁe aƌe a useful tool foƌ stoƌies.͛ At the saŵe tiŵe, 
making theŵselǀes ͚ŶeĐessaƌilǇ useful͛ ;gloďal diƌeĐtoƌ of Đƌeatiǀe ĐoŶteŶt, “aǀe the 
Children) to media outlets provides NGOs with opportunities to focus public and 
media attention on their work.  
Whilst building good relationships with photojournalists and news 
organisations is crucial in this regard, being a critical friend to expose journalistic 
neglect can be an important part of this relationship. This involves an acquired in-
depth understanding of the logics underpinning news forms and practices as well as 
the dynamics of media attention whilst, simultaneously, continuing to cope with the 
limitations of such practices and dynamics. NGOs can exercise considerable leverage 
as arbiters of moral authority concerning ignored suffering, including by pointing out 
how the uneven distribution of news coverage can amount not only to indifference, 
but complicity in perpetuating injustice. A strategic priority for Oxfam in engaging 
reporters (as well as the wider public) in Yemen, for example, has been through direct 
comparisons to neighbouring conflicts, such as the attention given to Syria. One 
iŶteƌǀieǁee desĐƌiďed hoǁ headliŶiŶg a pƌess ƌelease ͚YeŵeŶ is like “Ǉƌia ďut ǁithout 
the Đaŵeƌas͛ ǁas a ŵoǀe to ŵake eǆpliĐit the ƌole of iŵageƌǇ ;oƌ laĐk theƌeofͿ iŶ 
dictating media interest in one context over another (senior press officer, Oxfam). 
Similarly, one of the biggest campaigns carried out by Red Cross was a media literacy 
ĐaŵpaigŶ Đalled ͚“ileŶt Disasteƌs͛ iŶ ϮϬϭϯ dediĐated to ͚ĐuttiŶg thƌough the 
iŶdiffeƌeŶĐe͛ ;seŶior communications officer, Red Cross) with regards to the 
numerous disasters happening around the world receiving little, if any, media 
attention. Again, the campaign was framed around a comparison to stories 
dominating news agendas, in this case the destruction of Hurricane Sandy in the 
United States. The campaign visualised the uneven news coverage with data derived 
from a global content analysis. In pursuing such campaigns, NGOs render explicit their 
engagement with the politics of media attention, and in so doing directly interrogate 
the demarcations of newsworthiness in the visibility of crises.  
In this way, our study suggests, the uneven flow of imagery becomes a point 
of intervention for NGOs intent on highlighting unspoken hierarchies of human 
distress and suffering. Such critical recastings of the protocols of visual reporting 
demand continuous negotiation, including where an understanding of news values 
(and an in-depth awareness of these twists and turns of media attention) proves 
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integral to achieving the promotional aims of the organisation. As a photo editor at 
the International Committee of the Red Cross explained: 
 
I think we haǀe to kŶoǁ ǁhat͛s tƌeŶdiŶg in the news, we have to know 
what people are looking at and join the conversation on those topics 
in a way that makes sense to us. We are absolutely interested in what 
is happening in the global news, what the US or France cares about for 
eǆaŵple, oƌ doŵestiĐallǇ ǁhat͛s happeŶiŶg aŶd hoǁ ǁe ĐaŶ ďeĐoŵe 
part of that conversation. (photo editor, International Committee of 
Red Cross)  
 
In recognising the fluidity of such demarcations of newsworthiness, NGOs gain a 
better awareness of discursive openings to advance their agenda, even when they 
may prove contentious. The question becomes one of how far journalistic conventions 
should drive NGO͛s symbolic practices in image generation. Our analysis of the 
interviews showed that engagement with newsworthiness becomes, in strategic 
teƌŵs, aŶ ͚uŶfoƌtuŶate͛ ŶeĐessitǇ ;to use the phƌase of aŶ iŶteƌǀieǁeeͿ. More often 
than not this means having to secure innovative ways to visualise distant crises in 
accordance with domestic concerns, namely by heightening a sense of news value that 
ŵaǇ otheƌǁise pƌoǀe elusiǀe: ͚[ǁe haǀe to] shoǁ [the ŵedia] hoǁ theiƌ oǁŶ ŵaƌket 
has aŶ iŶteƌest iŶ it.͛ ;ŵedia lead YeŵeŶ, OǆfaŵͿ IŶ the Đase of British media coverage 
of Yemen, drawing attention to the conflict is easier if the story can be related to UK 
governmental involvement in the weapons or arms sales to Saudi Arabia: ͚Yeŵen 
sometimes gets more coverage when it is about sales of arms than when it is about 
people dǇiŶg of staƌǀatioŶ.͛ ;ŵedia lead YeŵeŶ, OǆfaŵͿ Yet at the same time, this type 
of politicisation may not ďe ĐoŶsisteŶt ǁith the NGO͛s remit. For Oxfam, the challenge 
becomes one of engaging the media through imagery that pushes beyond the 
immediate news angle to speak to its principal mission, namely as an anti-poverty 
organisation rather than an anti-arms one. When the overarching objective is to 
engage interested constituencies in the NGO͛s work, it follows, how a given crisis is 
characterised will govern the selection of visualisation strategies. For example, an 
interviewee from Save the Children spoke of the difference in approach in handling 
communicative resources ǁheŶ dealiŶg ǁith ͚ƌapid oŶsets͛ oƌ eŵeƌgeŶĐies versus 
͚sloǁ oŶset͛ ĐoŶteǆts, such as on-going conflicts:  
 
With ƌapid oŶset ;…Ϳ people alƌeadǇ Đaƌe so all Ǉou aƌe doiŶg is 
illustƌatiŶg the situatioŶ ;…Ϳ It͛s ǀeƌǇ siŵple iŶ teƌŵs of the 
communication goiŶg out ;…Ϳ IŶ a loŶg-term or invisible conflict or a 
long-teƌŵ situatioŶ like a dƌought ;…Ϳ people get tiƌed of that situatioŶ 
so it͛s haƌdeƌ to ĐoŵŵuŶiĐate to theŵ hoǁ iŵpoƌtaŶt it is aŶd 
persuade them to care. So what we do in those types of situations is 
to be much more creative and innovative in terms of the types of 
content that we go out with. (global director of creative content, Save 
the Children) 
 
 IŶ this seŶse, huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ photogƌaphǇ͛s taĐit pƌoŵise to ƌeaffiƌŵ shoƌt-term 
news values (customarily associated with photojournalism) risks frustrating the long-
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term mission of NGOs, possibly exacerbating tensions in a relationship routinely 
upheld as ͚ŵutuallǇ ďeŶefiĐial.͛ To the eǆteŶt ŵoďilisiŶg Ŷeǁs oƌgaŶisatioŶs͛ Đo-
operation is perceived to be an essential component of humanitarian initiatives, the 
mediation of competing, even contradictory, priorities becomes a pressing concern. 
In what can easily transform into a struggle over credibility, NGOs͛ capacity to bring 
public pressure to bear on institutions of power is vital:  
 
We doŶ͛t ƌeaĐh a gƌeat deal of people thƌough ouƌ oǁŶ ĐhaŶŶels. 
Whereas with what is perceived as an independent media, they have 
this eǆtƌa ƋualitǇ ;…Ϳ theǇ haǀe this aŵaziŶg ƌeaĐh. TheǇ ĐaŶ ƌeaĐh 
millions of people whereas we can reach thousands. (senior press 
officer, Oxfam)  
 
Our study suggests there appears to be a shared, albeit internalised understanding 
amongst these NGOs that the differing epistemic commitments of humanitarian 
photogƌaphǇ ƌest pƌeĐaƌiouslǇ oŶ the ǀalidatioŶ fƌoŵ ͚oďjeĐtiǀe͛ photojournalists to 
be most effective. Or put differently, these commitments are effectively shored-up – 
that is to say, visually anchored – in normative terms to the extent emotional 
expression is contained within certain narrative conventions intended to engender 
sympathy for distant others.  
Despite the predominance of mainstream news organisations shaping public 
perceptions, the myriad digital media spaces for distributing multifaceted types of 
visual content creates alternative conditions of possibility to circulate subjunctive 
claims on viewers to bear witness. Changing profile pictures on Facebook, Twitter or 
Instagram, for example, invites a reframing of interactivity in a manner suited to such 
platfoƌŵs͛ affoƌdaŶĐes. A Đase iŶ poiŶt is ‘ed Cƌoss͛ ͚‘ed foƌ “Ǉƌia͛ ĐaŵpaigŶ to 
symbolise the deaths of volunteers in conflicts, where users are encouraged to change 
their profile picture to a red square every time a volunteer is killed, thereby focusing 
atteŶtioŶ oŶ a ĐoŶfliĐt despite ͚ the aďseŶĐe of iŵages͛ ;seŶior communications officer, 
Red Cross). In a culture of experimentation, social media platforms are being tested 
to find new possibilities for the visualisation of crises, often privileging creative and 
unconventional types of truth-telling to advance human-centred narratives otherwise 
difficult to align with news agendas. It is precisely on these terms that photography 
mobilised for NGO initiatives can be especially evocative, endeavouring to humanise 
aŶd digŶifǇ ͚the otheƌ͛ as a ǁaǇ to instil affective connectivity:  
 
[T]he more interesting and human and authentic the story is usually it 
ǁill get aĐƌoss ;…Ϳ EǀeŶ ƌeallǇ iŶtiŵate ŵoŵeŶts ďetǁeeŶ foƌ eǆaŵple 
one of our staff and a patient, are overwhelmingly the highest in 
engagement on our platforms for us. (photo editor, International 
Committee of the Red Cross)  
 
“iŵilaƌlǇ, iŶ fiŶdiŶg ǁaǇs to ͚ƌe-eŶgage people͛ iŶ aŶ oŶ-going conflict such as the one 
in Syria, Save the Children highlighted different initiatives that they described as 
͚iŶŶoǀatiǀe͛ aŶd ͚Đƌeatiǀe͛ ǁaǇs of geŶeƌatiŶg pƌoǀideŶt iŵageƌǇ ǀia alteƌŶatiǀe 
platforms (global director of creative content, Save the Children). This has included, 
for example, giving teenagers at a Zaatari refugee camp an iPhone and photography 
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training to document their daily experiences, and then sharing ensuing images via 
Tumblr (a micro-blogging platform). Other multiplatform initiatives have included 
producing a short film to illustrate a bombed-out classroom in Syria, superimposing 
names of children who should have been in attendance that day. The imagery proved 
even more poignant when used in conjunction with a physical stunt outside the British 
parliament, which saw refugee children from Aleppo, together with Save the Children 
staff, recreate the destroyed school in an attempt to put the educational implications 
of the conflict on the agenda (film producer, Save the Children UK). Both campaigns 
were picked up by international news organisations, advancing a method of 
ĐoŵŵuŶiĐatioŶ that is ͚less ;…Ϳ just telliŶg people what [is] happening and much more 
trying to give them a much deeper, and greater, empathetic understanding of what 
the ƌealitǇ is foƌ people liǀiŶg theƌe.͛ ;gloďal diƌeĐtoƌ of Đƌeatiǀe ĐoŶteŶt, “aǀe the 
Children) Whilst such campaigns push the boundaries of how to foster empathy and 
engagement, they simultaneously position NGOs as tactically attractive to 
photojouƌŶalists seekiŶg the tǇpes of ͚Đƌeatiǀe͛ long-form content previously confined 
to news magazines, now – as several freelance photojournalists interviewed pointed 
out - a relative rarity in the contemporary media ecology. 
 Securing evermore compelling yet appropriately affective forms of imagery 
consistent with a social media ethos poses significant questions regarding selection, 
re-inflection and curation, arguably heightened by what one interviewee described as 
the Ŷeǁ ͚puďliĐ ĐoŶsĐiousŶess of photogƌaphǇ͛ ;pƌess offiĐeƌ, “aǀe the ChildƌeŶ UKͿ. 
The diverse array of images produced in, by and through embodied, first-hand 
witnessing – encompassing a repertoire of documentary typifications from 
precipitous, spur-of-the-moment recordings to purposeful, activist or campaigning 
photography – is suggestive of what can be a visually-saturated environment in some 
situational contexts. Even in those characterised by image scarcity, however, 
contending claims to truthfulness and authenticity (and thereby verification) in visual 
narratives may be similarly internalised, osteŶsiďlǇ ͚ĐoŵŵoŶ seŶsiĐal͛ negotiations 
amongst producers and audiences alike. To the extent the rapid, real-time 
documentation of human crises is a normalised feature of mediascapes, ordinary, 
everyday deprivation risks being discounted in favour of the extraordinary exception. 
The prospect of crossing visual thresholds can be daunting as a result. In the words of 
one interviewee: 
 
in terms of what that means for NGOs is that we have to be a bit more 
innovative and smart about the content we are producing. Because at 
the end of the day our remit is to try and raise as much funds as 
possible so we can do our essential life-saving work around the world 
;…Ϳ And in order to do that we have to be clever about what content 
we produce and how we do it so that it stands out. (press officer, Save 
the Children UK)  
 
Navigating the attention economy of digital media therefore lends itself to certain 
preferred types of imagery and associated kinds of communication campaigns (see 
also DeŶĐik, ϮϬϭϱ; Eskjæƌ, ϮϬϭϲͿ. ͚ “taŶdiŶg out͛ eǆteŶds to the ĐoŶǀeŶtioŶs aŶd ǀalues 
embedded in the technology of platforms that dictate what content is likely to be 
ŵoƌe ͚spƌeadaďle͛ ;JeŶkiŶs, ϮϬϭϯͿ. This iŶĐludes aŶ iŶ-depth understanding of 
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algorithmic filtering and newsfeed design, as well as a sense of the sentiments that 
lend themselves to being shared, preserved and archived on different platforms. One 
iŶteƌǀieǁee desĐƌiďed IŶstagƌaŵ as a ŵoƌe ͚positiǀe͛ platfoƌŵ iŶ ĐoŵpaƌisoŶ to 
Twitter or Facebook, suggesting images posted by the NGO are chosen partly on this 
basis (photo editor, International Committee of the Red Cross). More generally, the 
concern is with an incipient politics of visibility on social media, its inchoate rules of 
inclusion (and therefore exclusion) guided by the imperative to catch the flickering 
eye of mainstream news organisations.  
 
Ethics of visibility 
 
In engaging with this ethics of visibility for representational mediations of distant 
suffering, NGOs necessarily enter into a contentious realm of evolving normative 
limits often expressed as the ͚toleƌaďlǇ shoĐkiŶg.͛ Not oŶlǇ do episteŵologiĐal 
commitments help demarcate humanitarian photography͛s pƌioƌities for NGOs in 
relation to news organisations, ďut a peƌĐeiǀed ͚stƌiŶgeŶt͛ editoƌial pƌoĐess ďased oŶ 
pertinent ethical guidelines can further advance as well as complicate relationships – 
both ad hoc and formalised – with photojournalists. As an interviewee from Oxfam 
Ŷoted, ͚“oŵe thiŶgs ǁe kŶoǁ ǁould ǁoƌk ŵedia-ǁise ďut doŶ͛t ƌeallǇ fit ǁith ouƌ 
ageŶda oƌ iŶ the ǁaǇ ǁe use iŵages.͛ This ŵaǇ also extend to what some 
photojournalists believe amounts to a ͚ƌestƌiĐted ǀisioŶ,͛ ƌatheƌ thaŶ oŶe defiŶed ďǇ 
͚ƌeaĐtiŶg to the sĐeŶe that uŶfolds ďefoƌe theŵ.͛ ;ĐoŶsultiŶg ƌeseaƌĐheƌ foƌ “aǀe the 
Children, UK). More specifically, our interviewees frequently stressed a particular 
concern with dignity and consent as the cornerstone of their ethical practice. On this 
basis, iŵages that shoǁĐase Ŷotaďle ͚distƌess͛ oƌ ͚gratuitous shock value͛ will be 
eǆĐluded fƌoŵ puƌǀieǁ: ͚ǁe ǁaŶt to shoǁ people Ŷot as helpless ǀiĐtiŵs ďut as aĐtiǀe 
digŶified people.͛ ;seŶioƌ pƌess offiĐer, Oxfam) 
In line with such emphases, a further prevalent theme amongst our 
iŶteƌǀieǁees͛ ƌespoŶses ǁas the iŵpoƌtaŶĐe of eŶsuƌiŶg pƌopeƌ iŶfoƌŵed ĐoŶseŶt, 
recognising the ability for someone to give permission in a given context is 
situationally-ďouŶd: ͚We ;…Ϳ sit doǁŶ ǁith a poteŶtial iŶteƌǀieǁee, ǁe eǆplaiŶ ouƌ 
jobs, tell them how their story is going to be published and ask them if they would 
ĐoŶsideƌ shaƌiŶg theiƌ stoƌǇ.͛ ;ĐoŵŵissioŶiŶg editoƌ, OǆfaŵͿ As iŶteƌǀieǁees fƌoŵ 
Save the Children pointed out, this often includes a translator who can explain the 
consent form and convey the meaning, for example, of posting a photo to a website: 
͚Ouƌ ĐoŶseŶt pƌoĐess ǁould take at least ϮϬ ŵiŶutes to half aŶ houƌ ǁhiĐh is 
soŵetiŵes Ƌuite diffiĐult.͛ This is a ĐoŶtrasting temporality to the news cycle of a news 
ageŶĐǇ that ǁill seek to go iŶ, ͚[shoot] a situatioŶ aŶd [Đoŵe] out agaiŶ͛; aŶ iŵpoƌtaŶt 
distinction noted by the same interviewee:  
 
We need things quickly but we are not a news agency. What we are 
interested in is showing the public what the need is in a certain 
situation and then later on how we are helping. So the urgency of that 
is slightlǇ less. “o ǁe doŶ͛t Ŷeed to tuƌŶ thiŶgs aƌouŶd iŶ Ϯ oƌ ϯ houƌs 
;…Ϳ ǁhiĐh giǀes us that tiŵe to ŵake suƌe the consent process is in 
place. (press officer, Save the Children UK)  
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This ƌespoŶsiďilitǇ to the ͚ďeŶefiĐiaƌies͛ aŶd the Ŷeed to sustaiŶ loŶg-term trust with 
the communities NGOs are working with creates a unique framework within which 
imagery is produced. Indeed, as one interviewee pointed out, this can also come to 
frustrate the relationship between NGO and photographer, revealing a certain 
͚paƌadoǆ͛ as ͚ĐollaďoƌatioŶ is desiƌed ďut at the saŵe tiŵe the ƌigid ďƌief aŶd ethiĐal 
standards presented to photographers can cause hostility and a resignation to switch 
off Đƌeatiǀe iŶput aŶd ŵeƌelǇ deliǀeƌ as ƌeƋuested.͛ ;ĐoŶsultiŶg ƌeseaƌĐheƌ foƌ “aǀe 
the Children UK).  
Moreover, whilst upholding such standards is consistent with good practice, 
there is simultaneous acknowledgement this will be difficult to achieve in moments of 
Đƌises: ͚the fiƌst Ϯϰ houƌs aƌe aďsolutelǇ ĐƌitiĐal iŶ teƌŵs of fuŶdƌaisiŶg ďeĐause the 
puďliĐ ǁill ďe ǀeƌǇ eŶgaged at that poiŶt ďeĐause theƌe ǁill ďe a lot of ŵedia aleƌts.͛ 
(global director of creative content, Save the Children) This will likely involve using 
local staff to source imagery, or commissioning photojournalists on the ground, who 
will then also need to consider, in the words of one interviewee, ͚hoǁ the loĐal people 
feel aďout it aŶd hoǁ theǇ kŶoǁ ǁhat I͛ŵ doiŶg͛ ;fƌeelaŶĐe photojournalist). The 
relative size and established nature of the three NGOs we have focused on in this 
study makes such uncertainties easier to manage with set procedures, but 
photojournalists noted in our interviews that the pressure to generate images for 
fundraising can sometimes risk jeopardizing considerations for the communities in 
question, even threatening to undermine customary ethical commitments. As one 
photojouƌŶalist Ŷoted, ͚NGOs aƌe despeƌate foƌ ŵoŶeǇ aŶd theǇ Ŷeed Ǉouƌ 
photographs to bring back eǀideŶĐe of theiƌ ͞life ĐhaŶgiŶg͟ ǁoƌk. You doŶ͛t haǀe a lot 
of tiŵe to get the shot,͛ ďefoƌe addiŶg: ͚Theƌe͛s a lot of pƌessuƌe aŶd a lot of ƋuiĐk, 
ŵoƌal deĐisioŶs.͛ ;fƌeelaŶĐe photojouƌŶalistͿ. 
 Still, endeavouring to respect notions of informed consent means that some 
NGO-secured imagery will remain internal to the organisation. By not sharing it with 
news outlets, ǁhat ŵight otheƌǁise aŵouŶt to a ͚loss of ĐoŶtƌol͛ is pƌoteĐted, eǀeŶ at 
the price of lost publicity. Our study highlighted how the pursuit of accuracy and 
truthfulness underwrites the relationship between NGOs and photographers, in part 
due to their shared investment in upholding a moral order of visual legitimacy. Despite 
the proliferation of images produced by individuals on the ground, many of whom blur 
the boundaries between citizen and professional witnesses, the NGOs in this study 
rely, perhaps more than ever, on hiring carefully selected photographers or 
organisational team members for sourcing visual material. In this sense, as an 
iŶteƌǀieǁee fƌoŵ ‘ed Cƌoss eǆplaiŶed, ͚ǁe͛ƌe ŵoǀiŶg toǁaƌds usiŶg useƌ-generated 
ĐoŶteŶt, ďut that͛s still iŶ the futuƌe foƌ us.͛ Significant in this context is the problem 
of ascertaining the truthfulness of an image, ͚defiŶitelǇ oŶe of the ƌeasoŶs ǁe doŶ͛t 
use [social media] images very often. There is always a question of where the photo 
aĐtuallǇ Đaŵe fƌoŵ, ǁho took it, ǁho shaƌed it.͛ ;ŵedia lead YeŵeŶ, OǆfaŵͿ This 
studǇ͛s NGOs typically commission photographers and train programme delegates 
locally placed to use mobile devices to generate imagery informed by day-to-day 
engagement and local knowledge. In relying on professionals and their own staff, 
accuracy and truthfulness are pursued through channels of trust. ͚You aƌe ƌeliaŶt on 
the photogƌapheƌs͛ pƌofessioŶalizatioŶ of theiƌ ǁoƌk aŶd Ǉou eǆpeĐt theŵ to tell Ǉou 
the tƌuth,͛ stated oŶe iŶteƌǀieǁee ;seŶioƌ pƌess offiĐeƌ, OǆfaŵͿ, ǁhile aŶotheƌ poiŶted 
to ĐoŵŵuŶitǇ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg: ͚ ǁe haǀe that ǀeƌǇ iŵpoƌtaŶt ;…Ϳ kŶoǁledge of the local 
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situation which means we are in a best place to make sure we are representing 
appƌopƌiatelǇ.͛ ;pƌess offiĐeƌ, “aǀe the ChildƌeŶ UKͿ IŶ this seŶse, theŶ, theƌe is aŶ 
attempt to establish a bounded space based on communities of trust in an otherwise 
very fluid media infrastructure, one in which normative conventions are perceived to 
be at constant risk of being compromised.  
 Furthermore, this commitment to a protean ethics of visibility complicates 
ambitions for NGOs as mediators of invisible conflicts at the same time as marking 
them out from other actors. Whilst privileging their ability to gain access and 
contextual knowledge, it may also frustrate pursuits for mobilising protest and moving 
people to act. An interviewee from Oxfam noted, for example, the ͚shoĐkiŶg iŵageƌǇ͛ 
used in BBC news coverage of Yemen and in a Channel 4 documentary, imagery that 
Oǆfaŵ ǁould Ŷot geŶeƌate theŵselǀes, ͚ĐaŶ ďe eǆtƌeŵelǇ poǁeƌful aŶd ĐaŶ ƌeallǇ saǇ 
ǁhat is aĐtuallǇ happeŶiŶg to soŵe ǀeƌǇ ǀulŶeƌaďle people.͛ ;seŶioƌ pƌess officer, 
OǆfaŵͿ PhotojouƌŶalists͛ aďilitǇ to distinguish varied aspects of conflict situations can 
therefore come to reaffirm and extend agendas of NGOs otherwise impractical, if not 
impossible to pursue – leading, in effect, to the visualising of suffering being 
͚outsouƌĐed.͛ At the same time, it may reaffirm news values NGOs simultaneously 
deplore. In the words of one photo editor:  
 
News organisations have their place and they serve a different 
puƌpose. I thiŶk ǁe Ŷeed that. I thiŶk it͛s aďsolutelǇ essential to public 
disĐouƌse aŶd iŶfoƌŵatioŶ. But it͛s Ŷot ouƌ puƌpose. As ŵuĐh as ǁe 
contribute to maybe the bigger picture, our objective is not to tell the 
news. (photo editor, International Committee of the Red Cross) 
 
Evidently, then, the competing interests playing out over the generation and uses of 
humanitarian imagery do not align neatly with journalistic logics or frames, not when 
strategic priorities displace news values. Instead, it is by recasting the performativity 
of visual truth-telling for purposes of activism and intervention that the otherwise 
tacit, normative rationales necessary to foster political engagement will be thrown 
into sharp relief. To make the invisible visible, it follows, is to disentangle the typically 
subtle, nuanced ways iŶ ǁhiĐh the faŵiliaƌ ďiŶaƌǇ ďetǁeeŶ ͚us͛ aŶd ͚theŵ͛ is 




‘etuƌŶiŶg to FehƌeŶďaĐh aŶd ‘odogŶo͛s ;ϮϬϭϲͿ ĐoŶĐeptioŶ of huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ 
photogƌaphǇ as ͚ŵoƌal ƌhetoƌiĐ͛ outliŶed aďoǀe, we have shown how its longstanding 
ĐoŵŵitŵeŶt to ŵoďilize ͚ iŵages of suffeƌiŶg, iŶĐludiŶg eǆtƌeŵe suffeƌiŶg, to eŶhaŶĐe 
sǇŵpathǇ, eŵpathǇ aŶd a seŶse of ƌespoŶsiďilitǇ oƌ guilt iŶ its ǀieǁeƌs͛ ĐoŶtiŶues to 
evolve in digital environments, sometimes in unexpected ways. The vital role it plays 
iŶ ͚tƌiggeƌiŶg eŵotioŶal ƌespoŶse͛ ƌeŵaiŶs a guidiŶg teŶet of visual form, practice and 
episteŵologǇ, oŶe justified as a ŶeĐessaƌǇ ŵeaŶs to shape ͚puďliĐ uŶdeƌstaŶdiŶg of 
ďoth ǁhat is goiŶg oŶ ͞out theƌe͟ aŶd ǁhat is at stake͛ (2016: 6). In the words of one 
of our interviewees, this type of humanitarian storytelling can be defined by its 
promise to connect with distaŶt puďliĐs, seƌǀiŶg to ͚spark their imaginations and get 
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them to engage in those stories that are thousands of miles away.͛ (press officer, Save 
the Children UK)  
This aƌtiĐle͛s eŵpiƌiĐal studǇ, iŶ striving to further explicate these issues, 
iŶǀestigated peƌtiŶeŶt diŵeŶsioŶs of NGOs͛ eŶgageŵeŶt ǁith eǀideŶĐe-gathering 
focused on the opportunities and constraints of visualisiŶg osteŶsiďlǇ ͚iŶǀisiďle͛ 
conflicts and their immediate aftermath in varied, uneven representational contexts. 
͚Our images must be real,͛ a seŶioƌ pƌess offiĐeƌ ǁith Oǆfaŵ stƌessed. ͚We ĐaŶ͛t set up 
some sort of false view because of our image concerns, but there are restrictions 
about what we can show and what we do show.͛ Mediating the visual power of this 
imagery is to recognise the unruliness of its potentialities, this study demonstrated, 
inviting fresh thinking about how to best perform a curatorial role, one consistent with 
professional standards and procedures while, at the same time, benefiting from the 
news value associated with the emotive, visceral immediacy of first-hand, 
eyewitnessing of human suffering. Whilst seeking to engage people and stir responses 
through empathetic forms of visual communication, we also heard interviewees 
reaffirming commitments to upholding ethical guidelines and editorial processes 
shiftiŶg the ǀisualisatioŶ of suffeƌiŶg aǁaǇ fƌoŵ ͚ǀiĐtiŵs͛. IŶ its plaĐe, alteƌŶative, 
creative appeals to human affectivity are being proactively pursued at the intersection 
of digital affoƌdaŶĐes, eǀeŶ ͚outsouƌĐiŶg͛ uses of haƌƌoǁiŶg iŵageƌǇ to Ŷeǁs 
organisations less invested in long-term strategic agendas.  
Our approach highlighted how and why the uses of different imagery 
negotiated by NGOs elucidate the changing, stratified geo-politics of visibility 
demarcating the boundaries of newsworthiness, but there is further work to be done. 
At risk of being lost in current debates regarding how humanitarian photography is 
being recast by digital imperatives – for better in the name of democratisation or, as 
many fear, for worse as a rigorous, independent craft threatens to unravel – is the 
extent to which formative protocols and priorities set in motion in the early twentieth 
ĐeŶtuƌǇ ĐoŶtiŶue to Đlaiŵ theiƌ puƌĐhase. ͚The gƌaphiĐ foƌŵ pƌeseŶts Ŷeǁ, uŶiƋue 
opportunities to leverage traditional devices including storytelling, witnessing, and 
ŶaŵiŶg aŶd shaŵiŶg,͛ as MoŶshipouƌi aŶd Mokhtaƌi ;2016) maintain, yet for 
oƌgaŶisatioŶs to ŵaǆiŵize theiƌ iŵpaĐt iŶ a ƌapidlǇ eǀolǀiŶg ǀisual Đultuƌe, ͚theǇ ŵust 
articulate an identity that is resonant with the audience as well as consistent with the 
progressive principles at the heart of human rights claiŵs͛ ;ϮϬϭϲ: ϮϳϴͿ. This Đoŵpleǆ 
process of articulation necessarily entails re-fashioning pre-digital modes of visual 
communication, including refinements in our conceptual vocabulary in order to 
ƌethiŶk ǁhat ĐouŶts as ͚huŵaŶitaƌiaŶ iŵageƌǇ͛ ǁith suffiĐieŶt analytical specificity 
within digitalised conditions of possibility. We have endeavoured in this article to 
begin the task of meeting this challenge, and in so doing sought to show why the fluid, 
contingent strategies of representation, mediation and communication at the heart 
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